Abstract. We consider the differential operator Λ k defined by
Introduction
In [1], Bergweiler and Langley define a differential operator Ψ k (F ) for k ∈ N by (1) Ψ 1 (F ) = F,
for which we have the following lemma.
Lemma 1 ([1]). Let f be meromorphic on a domain Ω and let
Bergweiler and Langley then prove the following theorem. For background material regarding Nevanlinna theory, the reader is referred to [5] . 
Then F has the form
Here α, β, γ ∈ C with α = 0 in (3).
Conversely, if F has the form (2) or (3), and if
We note that the conclusion of this theorem can be summarized by saying that F is a rational function, of a special form, and hence,
Defining an annulus A(r 0 ) by
we extend Theorem A in two ways. First, we let F be meromorphic and nonconstant on A(r 0 ), by which we mean that F is meromorphic in a domain containing A(r 0 ). Second, we weaken condition (i) as follows: we let a 0 , . . . , a k−1 be analytic functions of restricted growth as z → ∞, and define Λ k (F ) by
We then assume that Λ k (F ) = 0 only on a set E such that E has no limit point in the annulus A(r 0 ). This implies that Λ k (F ) = 0 only on a countable set E. The new conclusion is that F is a function of restricted growth in the Nevanlinna sense. We state the extended theorem as follows, denoting by S(r, F ) any quantity satisfying
outside a set of finite measure, not necessarily the same set at each occurrence. 
